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Do they not argue?! — 53%HD R N

OVERVIEW

The Xm3 challenged the view of 71¥y9% ' (who maintains 1" are Mwd in X0
Tamwi) from a Xn>72 (cited by 701 27) which states that 2" 1s PHMWR X721 2770,
The X713 responds that there is another Xn>™2 that disputes the 707 297 &n>93," and
X'"7 follows the other Xn>72. Our Mo01n offers an alternate solution to reconcile the
A071° 277 X172 (even) according to X"

MdoIN comments:
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The &7 could have established the Xn»921 of ''9 in a case where neither of the
partners had permission to bring their oxen into this (jointly owned) 7xn; and

(only) one partner had permission to store N9 in the 7¥n.” In such a situation, “Tyx
would agree that the 11 is 217 (even though it is a PoMwn em).t

mooIn does not answer this question.5

SUMMARY
The X2 could have established the &n°»M2 of "1 1n a case where neither had mwn
for 2> MY and the P11 had mwa for ms.

THINKING IT OVER
1. Is mooIn question according to the X071 of 395 XY "Y', or (also) according to
the X013 of "»H9 m1'?°

2. What would be the w1711 of the Xn»92 if the X723 would use the Xnn PR of
moaoin?’

" See previous (1371 7"7 2,3°) MoOIN where there are two versions of this answer. "»y. See ‘“Thinking it over’ # 1.

? It is a oonwi en for both partners own it; however their use is limited to walking there, etc.; but not to bringing in
any livestock or store M7’ (except for one partner who may store N17°9). See 121 X"wn.

? In the following X% 7"7 MooIN; the N1 explains the Xn™92 of X"2wA in the abovementioned manner.

* The advantage of this Xn»’pIX is that X"7 could follow the view of both mn™72 (even the Xn*"2 of Ao 27).

3 See p"nuow.

® See footnote # 1. See n"ma.

7 See X5 MR 70,
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